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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . The request for continued examination and amendment filed on October 30, 2008 has 
been received and entered. The amendment amended Claim 1 and cancelled claims 2-5, 
and added new claims 6-9. The currently pending claims considered below are Claims 1 and 
6-9. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: the recited claimed 
limitation "An operating system abstraction layer". The first letter of the word "An" is 
capitalized. The examiner considers this as typographical error from the applicant. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented 
and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being unpatentable over LaRosa et 
al. (US 6628965). in view of Blaser et al (20030233647). 
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Claim 1 , LaRosa teaches A wireless communication device comprising: 

a system processor(col. 9, lines 42-67) further comprising; 

An operating system abstraction layer ( FIG. 1; col. 22, lines 40-55) further 
comprising: 

an operating environment, the operating environment operating independent of 
underlying operating systems or hardware structure , and wherein the operating 
environment hides underlying operating systems from its client applications (FIG. 1; 
col. 9, lines 41-59); 

However, LaRosa does not explicitly teach an Operating System Adaptive Port 
Interface (OS API) configured to map operating environment entities to the underlying 
operating system (OS) wherein client software components access the operating 
environment via the OS API using a global header file; a plurality of operating system 
(OS) independent modules configured to perform operations that are not related to a 
target operating system said operating system independent modules either providing all 
functionality without the OS, or utilizing OS dependent constructs via the OS API ; and a 
plurality of operating system dependent modules configured to perform operations that 
are related to the target operating system wherein a separate implementation appears 
for each target operating system. 

Whereas, in the same field of endeavor Blaser explicitly discloses a layered 
computing systems including: 



Application/Control Number: Page 4 

10/648,155 

Art Unit: 2194 

an Operating System Adaptive Port Interface (OS API) (FIG. 3: 312) configured 
to map operating environment entities to the underlying operating system (OS) wherein 
client software components ( FIG. 3:302) access the operating environment via the OS 
API using a global header file (paragraph 85-86).; 

a plurality of operating system (OS) independent modules configured to perform 
operations that are not related to a target operating system said operating system 
independent modules either providing all functionality without the OS, or utilizing OS 
dependent constructs via the OS API (Fig. 3: 306/302; paragraph 86); and 

a plurality of operating system dependent modules configured to perform 
operations that are related to the target operating system wherein a separate 
implementation appears for each target operating system (Fig. 3: 316, paragraph 86). 

It would be obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify LaRosa's invention with Blaser's invention to include such 
abstraction layer that would provide users a greater degree of flexibility and reliability 
to a system platform accessible by third party applications. One would be motivated to 
include this abstraction layered system in order to provide a convenient container to 
limit access to an application ( Blaser's ; paragraph 40). Therefore to improve security 
access. 



As to Claim 6, LaRosa teaches, wherein the abstraction layer utilizes a naming 
convention to specify which modules are OS dependent and which are OS independent 
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(col. 12, lines 10-20). 

As to claim 7,_LaRosa teaches, wherein the abstraction layer comprises a plurality of 
OS constructs, the plurality of OS constructs further comprising: a Thread, said thread 
including an independent path of execution; a Process, said process including an 
independent path of execution with its own protected address space; a Thread Group, 
said Thread Group including a grouping of threads, managed collectively to synchronize 
their execution; a Mutex, said Mutex including a Thread synchronization element 
providing mutual exclusion to shared resources; and an Event, said Event including a 
Thread synchronization element, allowing threads to coordinate execution (FIG. 3A, coi. 
11, lines 51-67 and col. 12, lines 1-1; FIG. 3B). 

As to claims 8-9, they are rejected for the same reasons a s the claims above. 

Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to the 
applicant's disclosure. 
Montes (2004016203) discloses a radiocommunication module executing a main 

software and a client software comprising several client applications. 

Schaefer (7028305) discloses an operating system abstraction and protection layer. 
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6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Exr. Abdou Seye whose telephone number is (571) 
270-1062. The examiner can normally be reached Monday through Friday from 7:30 
a.m. to 4:00 p.m. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, contact 
the examiner's supervisor, William Thomson at (571) 272-3718. The fax phone 
number for formal or official faxes to Technology Center 3600 is (571) 273-8300. 
Draft or informal faxes, which will not be entered in the application, may be 
submitted directly to the examiner at (571) 273-6722. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Group Receptionist whose telephone 
number is (571)272-3600. 



AKS 

January 15, 2008 



